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542130DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

3. Claims 1 & 7 fail(s) to recite sufficient structural elements and interconnection of the 
elements to positively position and define the structure(s) & component(s) whereby the wheel 
arrangement or wheel brackets are rendered capable of being "engaged with the assembled 
storage unit after assembly of the storage unit", so that an integral structure able to function as 
claimed is recited. 

4. Claims 2-6 are rendered indefinite by their dependence upon an indefinite base claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 1-7 & 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dahl 
(3,286,651). Dahl teach(es) the structure substantially as claimed, including a storage unit (10). 
The only difference between Dahl and the invention as claimed is that Dahl fail(s) to clearly 
teach a storage unit formed as a kit of disassembled, assemblable components; as well as a 
plurality of storage units. However, whereas constructing a formerly integral structure in various 
elements and putting them together has been held to involve only routine skill in the art, it 
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therefore would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to make separable & 
assemblable the various components of Dahl, in order to allow easier transportation thereof; and 
whereas mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device has been held to involve only 
routine skill in the art, it therefore would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
include a plurality of storage units, as taught by Dahl, in order to increase available storage 
capacity, thereby providing the structure substantially as claimed. 

7. Regarding claim 1, Dahl teaches a storage system, comprising: a storage unit (11-12 & 
14); a wheel arrangement (Items 16, as well as 18, 20, 22 at the front corner of 10); and a guide 
arrangement including at least one rail (28); wherein the storage unit, the wheel arrangement and 
the guide arrangement comprise a set of components that are capable of being transported 
together in a disassembled state to an installation site including a support surface, and to be 
assembled at the installation site, wherein the wheel arrangement is engaged (via 22) with the 
storage unit and wherein the at least one rail of the guide arrangement is adapted to be secured 
(via 33) to the support surface of the installation site, and wherein the storage unit when 
assembled is engageable (via 18) with the at least one rail via the wheel arrangement to provide 
movement of the storage unit on the at least one rail relative to the support surface. It is noted 
that whereas the wheel arrangement of Dahl is obviously capable of being engaged (via 22) with 
the storage unit (11-12 & 14) thereof after assembly of the latter, the structure of Dahl, as 
modified, is therefore viewed as reading upon the limitations of claims 1 & 7. It is additionally 
noted that even if, arguendo, the use of rivets (e.g., 22) is viewed as hindering disassembly of the 
structure of Dahl, the examiner takes official notice that the use of nuts & bolts in lieu of rivets is 
well-known in the art; and that as such, it therefore would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art to substitute nuts & bolts for the rivets of Dahl, in order to allow easier 
replacement of the components thereof; and since the results of such a substitution would have 
been predictable; thereby providing the structure substantially as claimed. 

8. Regarding claim 2, Dahl teaches a storage system comprising a stop arrangement (34) 
capable of being transported together with the storage unit (1 1-12 & 14), the wheel arrangement 
(18, 20, 22) and the guide arrangement (28), wherein the stop arrangement is interposed between 
the storage unit and the rail to control the range of movement of the storage unit relative to the 
rail. See Fig. 1 . 

9. Regarding claim 3, Dahl teaches a storage system further comprising a retainer 
arrangement (18 at the rear of 10) contained within the kit, wherein the retainer arrangement (18) 
is separate from the wheel arrangement (18, 20, 22 at the front corner of 10) and is configured to 
be carried by the storage unit (1 1-12 & 14) and to selectively engage the rail to selectively 
prevent movement (i.e., perpendicular to the guide arrangement) of the storage unit on the guide 
arrangement and to thereby fix the position of the storage unit relative to the support surface. 

10. Regarding claim 4, Dahl teaches a storage system, wherein the rail is adapted to be 
adhesively secured (via 33) to the support surface of the installation site. See col. 3, lines 5-14. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 5, Dahl teaches a storage system wherein the rail is adapted to be 
adhesively secured to the support surface by means of an adhesive (33) interposed between the 
support surface and a facing engagement surface defined by the rail. 

12. Regarding claim 6, Dahl teaches a storage system, wherein the adhesive comprises an 
adhesive member (33) secured to the engagement surface of the rail. 
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13. Regarding claim 7, Dahl teaches a storage system, wherein the storage unit (11-12 & 14) 
defines a series of lower corners when the storage unit components are assembled together to 
form a storage unit, and wherein the wheel arrangement (Items 16, as well as 18, 20, 22 at the 
front corner of 10) comprises a plurality of wheel brackets (20) each including a wheel (16 or 18) 
and configured to be secured with one of the corners of the storage unit after the storage unit is 
assembled, in either a first orientation providing movement of the storage unit in a first direction 
or a second orientation providing movement of the storage unit in a second direction transverse 
to the first direction, and wherein the rail is adapted to be engaged with the support surface so as 
to guide movement of the storage unit in either the first direction or the second direction. The 
examiner submits that whereas the wheel arrangement (18, 20, 22) on each corner is clearly 
capable of being secured to the storage unit in a direction traverse to the direction shown, the 
structure of Dahl therefore reads upon the limitations of this claim. 

14. Regarding claim 9, Dahl teaches a storage system: a plurality of storage units (11-12 & 
14), wherein the storage unit (1 1-12 & 14) defines a series of lower corners; a guide arrangement 
(28) configured for engagement with a support surface, wherein the guide arrangement includes 
at least one guide rail for each storage unit; and a series of wheeled brackets (16, 18, 20, 22) 
separate from and engagable with the lower corners of the storage units, wherein each wheel 
bracket includes a wheel (16 or 18) and defines corner engagement structure (22), wherein the 
corner engagement structure is configured to engage & receive one of the lower corners of the 
storage unit; wherein each wheel bracket is configured such that the wheel of the wheel bracket 
is interposed between one of the corners of the storage units and the guide arrangement, wherein 
the wheel brackets are separate from the storage units and include corner engagement structure 
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(22) configured to engage the corners of the storage unit in either a first or second orientation so 
as to position the wheels in either a first direction or a second direction, respectively, relative to 
the storage unit, and wherein the guide rails (28) are adapted to be engaged with the support 
surface such that movement of the storage units on the guide rails provides movement of the 
storage units in a first direction when the wheeled members are in the first orientation or in a 
second direction transverse to the first direction when the wheeled members are in the second 
orientation. 

15. Regarding claim 10, Dahl teaches a storage system, wherein the storage unit (1 1-12 & 
14), the wheeled members (18, 20, 22) and the guide arrangement (28) comprise a set of 
components that are clearly capable of being transported together in a disassembled state to an 
installation site including the support surface, and of being assembled at the installation site 
wherein the at least one rail (28) of the guide arrangement is adapted to be secured to the support 
surface of the installation site, and wherein the storage unit (10) when assembled is engageable 
with the at least one rail via the wheeled members (18, 20, 22) to provide movement of the 
storage unit on the at least one rail relative to the support surface. 

16. Regarding claim 11, Dahl teaches a storage system, wherein the rail is adapted to be 
adhesively secured (via 33) to the support surface of the installation site. 

17. Claims 9-11 can be alternately rejected, along with claim 14, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Baker (3,967,868). 

18. Baker teach(es) the structure substantially as claimed, one or more storage units (14); a 
guide arrangement (18) including at least one rail member secured to a support surface; and a 
series of wheel members (36) mounted to each storage unit, wherein at least a pair of the wheel 
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members are configured to engage the rail member (1 8) to provide guided movement of the 
storage unit relative to the support surface; wherein said rails & wheel members are capable of 
being oriented, and configured to move, along either of two tranverse, perpendicular directions 
(col. 7, lines 1 1-22). The only difference between Baker and the invention as claimed is that 
Baker fail(s) to clearly teach the method as claimed by applicant; or storage units in a 
disassembled state. 

19. However, whereas Baker teach(es) all aspects of the structure associated with the method 
claimed therein, it therefore would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, in view 
of the structure of Baker, to construct said structure via the method claimed by applicant, thereby 
providing the method substantially as claimed. 

20. Additionally, whereas constructing a formerly integral structure in various elements and 
putting them together has been held to involve only routine skill in the art, it therefore would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to make separable & assemblable the various 
components of Baker, in order to allow easier transportation thereof, thereby providing the 
structure substantially as claimed. 

21 . Regarding claims 9 & 14, Baker teaches a storage system: a plurality of storage units 
(14), wherein the storage unit (14) defines a series of lower corners; a guide arrangement (18) 
configured for engagement with a support surface, wherein the guide arrangement includes at 
least one guide rail for each storage unit; and a series of wheeled brackets (36) separate from and 
engagable with the lower corners of the storage units, wherein each wheel bracket includes a 
wheel (68) and defines corner engagement structure (106), wherein the corner engagement 
structure is configured to engage & receive one of the lower corners of the storage unit (Fig. 2); 
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wherein each wheel bracket is configured such that the wheel (68) of the wheel bracket is 
interposed between one of the corners of the storage units and the guide arrangement, wherein 
the wheel brackets (36) are separate from the storage units (14) and include corner engagement 
structure (106) configured to engage the corners of the storage unit in either a first or second 
orientation so as to position the wheels in either a first direction or a second direction, 
respectively, relative to the storage unit (col. 7, lines 1 1-22), and wherein the guide rails (18) are 
adapted to be engaged with the support surface such that movement of the storage units on the 
guide rails provides movement of the storage units in a first direction when the wheeled 
members are in the first orientation or in a second direction transverse to the first direction when 
the wheeled members are in the second orientation. 

22. Regarding claim 10, Baker teaches a storage system, wherein the storage unit (14), the 
wheeled members (36) and the guide arrangement (18) comprise a set of components that are 
clearly capable of being transported together in a disassembled state to an installation site 
including the support surface, and of being assembled at the installation site wherein the at least 
one rail (18) of the guide arrangement is adapted to be secured to the support surface of the 
installation site, and wherein the storage unit (14) when assembled is engageable with the at least 
one rail via the wheeled members (36) to provide movement of the storage unit on the at least 
one rail relative to the support surface. 

23. Regarding claim 11, Dahl teaches a storage system, wherein the rail (18) is obviously 
capable of being adhesively secured to the support surface of the installation site. 

24. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baker 
(3,967,868) as applied to the claim(s) above, further in view of Hoska (5,597,217). Baker 
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teach(es) the structure substantially as claimed, including storage units (14) and rail members 
(18). The only difference between Baker and the invention as claimed is that Baker fail(s) to 
clearly teach rail members positioned in an end-to-end configuration. Hoska, however, teaches 
rail members (12) positioned in an end-to-end configuration. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify the structure of Baker by positioning additional rails end-to- 
end therein in order to extend the length of travel of the storage units, thereby providing the 
structure substantially as claimed. 

25. Regarding claim 15, whereas Baker as modified by Hoska teach(es) all aspects of the 
structure associated with the method claimed therein, it therefore would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, in view of the structure of Baker as modified by Hoska, to 
construct said structure via the method claimed by applicant, thereby providing the method 
substantially as claimed. 

26. Claims 16 and 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baker (3,967,868) and Hoska (5,597,217) as applied to the claim(s) above, further in view of 
Dahl (3,286,651). Baker & Hoska teach(es) the structure substantially as claimed, including a 
rail members (18 in Baker). The only difference between Baker & Hoska and the invention as 
claimed is that Baker & Hoska fail(s) to teach rail members adhesively secured to a support 
surface and a stop arrangement positioned between rail members and storage units; wherein said 
stop arrangement is secured to each of a pair of spaced ends, or between a pair of adjacent rail 
members. Dahl, however, teaches adhesively securing a rail (28) to a support surface (via 33), as 
well as a stop (34) positioned between said rail member and a storage unit (10). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to adhesively mount the rail of Baker as modified 
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by Hoska to a support surface, and to include one or more stops upon said rail, as taught by Dahl, 
in order to firmly mount said rail to a support surface, and to prevent undesired movement by 
said storage unit(s), thereby providing the structure substantially as claimed. 

27. Regarding claims 21-23, the examiner points out that mere rearrangement of the essential 
working parts of a device has been held to involve only routine skill in the art, and that a stop 
positioned at the joint between two rail members (thus overlapping each), or at each end of a rail 
member, would meet the limitations of the claim. 

28. Regarding claim 23, the examiner points out that the front portion of a rail member (18) 
of Baker as modified by Hoska & Dahl can be termed a "wheel guide", since it acts to channel 
the movement of a wheel. The examiner also points out that the wheel members, rail members, 
& stop member of the storage unit are all capable of being positioned according to the position 
mentioned in the claim. 

29. Regarding claims 16 and 20-23, whereas Baker, Hoska, & Dahl teach(es) all aspects of 
the structure associated with the method claimed therein, it therefore would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, in view of the structure of Baker, Hoska, & Dahl, to construct 
said structure via the method claimed by applicant, thereby providing the method substantially as 
claimed. 

30. Claims 20-23 can be alternately rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baker (3,967,868) and Hoska (5,597,217) as applied to the claim(s) above, further in view 
of Brown (4,807,765). Baker & Hoska teach(es) the structure substantially as claimed, including 
a rail arrangement. The only difference between Baker & Hoska and the invention as claimed is 
that Baker & Hoska fail(s) to teach a stop arrangement positioned at spaced-apart ends of said 
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rail, or to secured to an end area defined by each of a pair of adjacent rail members. Brown, 
however, teaches a stop arrangement (combination of 51-53 & 36) positioned at spaced-apart 
ends of a rail, or to secured to an end area defined by each of a pair of adjacent rail members. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include a stop arrangement, as 
taught by Brown, upon the rails of Baker as modified by Hoska, in order to reduce the ability of 
the storage units to move in undesired directions, thereby providing the structure substantially as 
claimed. 

3 1 . Regarding claims 20-23, whereas Baker, Hoska, & Brown teach(es) all aspects of the 
structure associated with the method claimed therein, it therefore would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, in view of the structure of Baker, Hoska, & Brown, to construct 
said structure via the method claimed by applicant, thereby providing the method substantially as 
claimed. 

Response to Arguments 

32. Applicant's arguments filed 9/15/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

33. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7, 9-1 1, 14-16, & 20-23 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

34. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MATTHEW W. ING whose telephone number is (571)272-6536. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:30 am - 4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lanna Mai can be reached on (571) 272-6867. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Application/Control Number: 10/542,130 
Art Unit: 3637 



Page 13 



MWI 

26 November 2008 
/Jose V. Chen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3637 



